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Application/Control Number: 10/067,820 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to application dated on 02/08/02. Claims 1-13 are 
pending in this office action. 

Claim objections 

Claims 1, 10, the term "...exclusive operation information..."; 
Claim 8, the term "...top-level hierarchy..."; 

Claim 12, the terms "...priority-order information..." and "...respective funct,onal 

unit...", . 

are unclear to what they mean. Clarification or correction is required. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection the 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflect* hn he » so asto prevenU 

Se£n»^ 

F 3d t046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 ^g^^^miCCPA. 
418 F & 1 S^dJS^r^*-« with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) 7 y be 

37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-13 rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double patenting 
over claims 1-11 of U. S. Patent No. 6415416 since the claims, if allowed, would 
improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed -n the 
patent and is covered by the patent since the patent and the application are cla.ming 
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common subject matter, as follows: Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because all the limitations recite in 
claims 1-13 of this application are found in claims 1-11 of U.S. Patent No. 6415416. 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of 
the application which matured into a patent. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 
USPQ 21 0 (CCPA 1 968). See also MPEP § 804. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

the treaty defined in section 351(a). 

2. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over Jadav et 
al. Pat. No. 6332197. 

Regarding claim 6: Jadav teaches a method comprising: 

a) defining exclusive operation information among the blocks (col. 5, lines 34-37); 

and 

b) generating a signal switching control for the resource shared among the 
blocks based on the exclusive operation information (col. 12, lines 27-38) . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 7 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
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claim and any intervening claims. The reason for allowance is that the prior art of 
record fails to teach the combination of dependent claim and all other features of 
independent claim. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 1-5,8-13 are objected if the definition of terms as questioned in the above 
section will be provided in the next responses. These claims would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. The reason for allowance is that the prior art of record fails to teach 
the combination of all features of each independent claim. 



CONTACT INFORMATION 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuan Do whose telephone number is 571-272-1891 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew S. Smith can be reached on 571-272-1907. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703 
305-3431 for regular communications and 703-305-3431 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0596. 

Thuan Do 
Patent examiner 
7/13/04 



